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1NTHE UNITED STATES PATFNT AND TRADEMARK npprr B 
In re: Patent Application ofEdward T. Buford, ni 
Serial No: 09/912,692 Ciroup Art Unit: 

Filed: 7/26/200! Examiner: R. Chin 

Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C, 20321 

Sir: 

RESPONSE TO OFFICE APTt QN MATT Fn fULY 16. 2008 

This is in response to the Office Action mailed March 24, 2007, the 
communication dated August 28, 2007; the notice of noncompliance dated September 24, 
2007; the notice mailed November 26, 2007and the notices mailed March 14, 2008 and 
July 16, 2008. Applicant has corrected the errors cited by the Examiner in the referenced 
Office Actions. He has removed the text from claims 1 through 16 and claim 18 and has 
placed the "Complete Listing of all Claims" on a separate sheet. The changes are 
designed to bring the application in compliance with MPEP Section 714, 11. A. and 
37CFR 1.121 (c) (4). Applicant has made the changes as requested. 

In the May 24, 2007 Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 17 and 19 for 
obviousness based upon 35 U. S. C. 103 (a). For the record, it should be noted that the 
Examiner had previously allowed these claims. Specifically, the rejection was based upon 
the assertion that the referenced claims were unpatentable over Stewart 2,876,477 which 
teaches a brush having a groove or flute along its longitudinal axis, thus it is 
demonstrably similar to the grooved bristle described by applicant in his invention. The 
Examiner supports his rejection by reference to Figs. 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 of Stewart. 


PAGE 219 • RCVD AT 7/2312008 4:48:20 PM (Eastern Daylight Time] » SVR:USPT0*EFXRF4/3 * DNIS:2738300 * CS©:2027220040 * DURATION (mm-ss):06-54 


